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growth. We must invest in our students 
and our educational system by pro-
viding the training and resources need-
ed in science, technology, engineering, 
mathematics, and foreign languages. 

The United States graduates some of 
the world’s best engineers, scientists 
and mathematicians; however, China, 
India, South Korea, and Japan are edu-
cating a higher proportion of their peo-
ple in technology, science, and math. 
According to the National Science 
Board, in 2004, 59 percent of under-
graduates in China and 66 percent of 
Japanese undergraduates received a de-
gree in science and engineering. In the 
United States, only 32 percent of the 
undergraduate degrees awarded were in 
science and engineering. In 2004, China 
and India graduated over 600,000 and 
350,000 engineers, respectively, while 
the United States graduated about 
70,000 engineers. 

In an increasingly global economy 
and an atmosphere of heightened secu-
rity, we also need people who can speak 
a foreign language, particularly less 
commonly taught languages such as 
Arabic, Farsi, Chinese, and Korean. Al- 
Qaida operates in more than 75 coun-
tries where hundreds of languages and 
dialects are spoken. Half of all Euro-
pean citizens speak another language. 
In contrast, only 9 percent of American 
students enroll in a foreign language 
course in college. Even though enroll-
ment in Arabic classes has increased, it 
represents less than 1 percent of all for-
eign language enrollments in institu-
tions of higher education. 

According to the National Education 
Association, while student enrollments 
in education are rising rapidly, more 
than a million veteran teachers are 
nearing retirement. Almost a third of 
our new teachers leave the profession 
after only 3 years. About half exit after 
five. We will need more than 2 million 
new teachers in the next decade. We 
are feeling this teacher recruitment 
challenge most acutely in high-need 
subject areas such as special education, 
math, science, engineering, and critical 
foreign languages. 

The Homeland Security Education 
Act encourages the smart and eager 
students in our country to seek degrees 
in science, technology, engineering, 
math, and foreign languages by pro-
viding $5,000 scholarships to under-
graduate students who obtain such de-
grees. Scientists, engineers, technology 
professionals and those fluent in for-
eign languages are encouraged to re-
turn to the classroom through $15,000 
scholarships. New grant programs en-
courage educational institutions, pub-
lic entities, and businesses to enter 
into partnerships that improve math 
and science curricula, establish pro-
grams that promote students’ foreign 
language proficiency along with their 
science and technological knowledge, 
and create and establish foreign lan-
guage pathways from elementary 
school through college. 

The technological challenge to our 
country has been explored from many 

different angles—from the founder of 
Microsoft, Bill Gates, and the chair-
man of Intel, Craig Barrett, to the 
journalist and writer Tom Friedman 
and the National Academies of Science. 
The need to strengthen our students’ 
proficiency in science, technology, en-
gineering, math, and foreign languages 
is well documented. We can’t afford not 
to invest in thoughtful Federal initia-
tives that foster the kind of techno-
logical innovation this country has 
grown up on. Research and develop-
ment is critical, but it all starts in the 
schools. The Homeland Security Edu-
cation Act will help put our resources 
where they are needed most. 

f 

NEW COMPREHENSIVE COUNTER-
TERRORISM STRATEGY IN 
SOUTHEAST ASIA 
Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I 

have spoken on the floor several times 
about the administration’s ill-con-
ceived, poorly executed, and self-de-
feating strategy in Iraq. Today, I in-
tend to talk about how the war in Iraq 
is having a far-reaching and negative 
impact on our ability to conduct an ef-
fective fight against international ter-
rorism. I saw this firsthand during a 
recent visit to Thailand and Indonesia, 
two valuable partners in the fight 
against terrorism in a strategically 
critical and often underappreciated re-
gion. I visited these two countries to 
gain a detailed understanding of the 
radical Jihadist networks that are pro-
liferating throughout the region and of 
what it will take to effectively con-
front this threat. 

I bring back from the trip both good 
news and bad news. The good news is 
that we have a significant opportunity 
in Thailand, Indonesia, and in South-
east Asia in general, to get our coun-
terterrorism strategy right. It is not 
too late to stem the relationship be-
tween international terrorist networks 
and local extremist organizations. Nor 
is it too late to tackle the root causes 
of extremism in the region. 

Unfortunately, there is bad news. Un-
less we develop a truly comprehensive, 
global strategy to counter terrorist 
threats, we will miss the opportunity 
to gain the upper hand in the fight 
against terrorism in Southeast Asia at 
what couldn’t be a more critical time. 
And changing our misguided policies in 
Iraq must be a central element of this 
strategy. 

First, international terrorist net-
works are alive and well in Southeast 
Asia. During my visit, I examined the 
current nature of a leading regional 
terrorist organization, al-Jesmaah al- 
Islamiyah, or ‘‘JI’’, and its affiliates— 
the threat it continues to pose to coun-
tries throughout the region, how it has 
survived the deaths and arrests of some 
of its key leaders, and its ties with al- 
Qaida. Most importantly, I gained a 
more detailed understanding of the 
conditions that have provided JI with a 
recruitment base and operational 
space. 

JI takes advantage of vast areas of 
ocean, isolated islands, weak or cor-
rupt local and provincial governments, 
the absence of rule of law, and 
marginalized Islamic populations to 
develop its strength. JI has a presence 
throughout the region. And while ar-
rests of prominent JI leaders in the 
last few years have helped shed light 
on the organization, it continues to op-
erate in loosely formed cells, in region-
ally oriented entities, and in partner-
ship with other terrorist organizations 
like the Abu Sayyaf group in the Phil-
ippines. 

That said, according to a number of 
sources, including the International 
Crisis Group, Congressional Research 
Service, and the State Department, JI 
and al-Qaida have developed a sym-
biotic relationship. There is some over-
lap in membership. They have shared 
training camps in Pakistan, Afghani-
stan, and Mindanao, and often help one 
another with supply chain systems and 
transportation. Al-Qaida has also pro-
vided JI with considerable financial 
support 

JI and al-Qaida also exploit similar 
ground as they seek safe haven and 
new recruits. These groups feed on 
anti-United States and anti-Western 
sentiment, fueled in part by discontent 
and anger about United States policies 
in Iraq. Unfortunately, the administra-
tion’s refusal to provide a flexible 
timeline for withdrawing United States 
troops from Iraq allows these groups to 
portray us as occupiers of a Muslim 
country. Until we show that we are 
truly committed to redeploying United 
States troops from Iraq, terrorist orga-
nizations will continue to find recruits 
in otherwise moderate Muslim commu-
nities, and we will continue to make it 
harder to win the full backing of poten-
tial partners and allies in the fight 
against terrorist networks. 

It is in this light that I would like to 
lay out some of my key observations 
from my recent trip. I will talk about 
the political and security dynamics in 
both Thailand and Indonesia, and will 
argue that a new counterterrorism 
strategy in the region must incor-
porate respect for human rights, the 
rule of law, and the need to hold our 
friends and allies accountable for mak-
ing necessary democratic reforms. 

I would like to begin with Thailand. 
Thailand is a critical strategic partner 
of the United States in, among other 
things, the fight against al-Qaida and 
its affiliates. Our close political and 
military relationship goes back dec-
ades and is a vital component of United 
States national security policies in the 
region. The 1954 Manila Pact, together 
with the 1962 Thanat-Rusk commu-
nique, forms the basis of the long-
standing United States-Thai security 
relationship. Thailand’s airfields and 
ports play a particularly important 
role in United States global military 
strategy, including having served as 
the primary hub of the relief effort for 
the Indian Ocean tsunami. 

Thailand has also shown its willing-
ness to stand by the United States in 
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recent military campaigns. Thailand 
sent 130 soldiers, mostly engineers, to 
Afghanistan to participate in the re-
construction phase of Operation Endur-
ing Freedom. Specifically, Thai forces 
are responsible for the construction of 
a runway at Bagram Airbase, medical 
services, and some Special Forces oper-
ations. 

Thailand also contributed to recon-
struction efforts in Iraq by dispatching 
over 450 troops, including medics and 
engineers, to the southern city of 
Karbala. The deployment proved un-
popular with the Thai public, however, 
particularly in the volatile southern 
provinces, and in September 2004, Thai 
troops were withdrawn from Iraq. 

While Thailand has been and will 
continue to be a strong ally, my visit 
occurred during a politically fragile 
time for the government. Public dem-
onstrations and significant political 
pressure on the Prime Minister high-
lighted the challenges of conducting an 
effective and responsible counterinsur-
gency campaign while managing do-
mestic political pressures. The Thai 
Government has also struggled to ac-
count for over 2,000 extrajudicial 
killings over the last few years, the 
kidnapping of a prominent human 
rights lawyer by Thai police and his 
death in police custody, and overly ag-
gressive and heavy-handed tactics used 
in the counterinsurgency campaign 
that in one case resulted in the killing 
of over 70 detained suspects. 

At the same time, though, prepara-
tions for national celebrations of the 
King’s 60-year reign underscored the 
underlying stability of Thailand’s con-
stitutional monarchy. It is this sta-
bility that has permitted the United 
States to pursue close counterterror-
ism and other strategic ties with Thai-
land that transcend individual politi-
cians and parties. It also provides the 
foundation of a partnership that can 
and must be based not only on an un-
derstanding of a common threat, but 
on a shared commitment to finding so-
lutions to the conditions that breed ex-
tremism and terrorism. 

My visit to Thailand focused pri-
marily on Thailand’s counterterrorism 
role in the region. As I mentioned, 
longstanding tensions in the mostly 
Muslim southern provinces of Thailand 
have recently exploded into violent un-
rest that has claimed hundreds of lives. 
The unrest, which has elements of a 
separatist insurgency, included brutal 
attacks on civilians. Insurgent tactics 
have sometimes suggested the influ-
ence of international terrorism, but 
Thai, United States Government, and 
independent experts believe that nei-
ther al-Qaida nor its Southeast Asian 
affiliates have been behind the violence 
so far. Thai officials have noted pub-
licly, however, that there has been evi-
dence that many of those involved in 
the unrest in the south had received 
militant schooling or training outside 
of Thailand. It is possible that in the 
near future international terrorist or-
ganizations like JI could exploit the 

continuing unrest in Thailand’s south-
ern provinces. 

The United States needs to have a 
clear understanding of what is hap-
pening in Thailand in order to formu-
late an appropriate policy response. 
With our Thai partners, we must re-
main vigilant to the possibility that 
international terrorist organizations 
could take advantage of unrest among 
disaffected Muslim populations in the 
south. 

When I met Prime Minister Thaksin 
and a number of his key advisors and 
cabinet members, I stressed the need 
for the Thai Government to confront 
the root causes of this unrest before it 
becomes an international security con-
cern. This means promoting human 
rights and accountability for abuses 
that have been committed by Thai se-
curity forces and have helped fuel the 
unrest, as well as increasing opportuni-
ties for disaffected or marginalized 
communities to join regional and 
international economies. It also means 
promoting civil society, economic de-
velopment, transparency and increased 
political participation of the Muslim 
community. 

I was pleased to learn of the progress 
being made by the National Reconcili-
ation Council to address grievances 
stemming from the government’s poli-
cies in the South. I urged the Prime 
Minister to take seriously the rec-
ommendations that the NRC will be de-
livering in the coming months, and to 
emphasize the value of honoring the 
NRC as a mechanism for strengthening 
dialogue between the Thai people and 
the government. 

I would like to shift to Indonesia 
now. After 3 days of meeting with sen-
ior Indonesian Government officials in-
cluding the President, the Foreign and 
Defense Ministers, the new Chief of the 
Indonesian military, and the police 
chief, I have a new sense of optimism 
about United States-Indonesian rela-
tions. But while I am optimistic about 
progress being made there, limited 
progress in areas such as military re-
form and accountability for past 
crimes against humanity could under-
mine further democratic reforms and 
counterterrorism efforts. 

Indonesia is the world’s largest Mus-
lim country, and it is a critical player 
in the global fight against al-Qaida and 
its affiliates. The terrorist organiza-
tion al-Jamaah al-Islamiyah and asso-
ciated groups in the region pose a seri-
ous threat to Indonesia and to the in-
terests of the United States, our allies, 
and our friends. In response to this 
threat, we need a comprehensive coun-
terterrorism strategy and a bilateral 
relationship with Indonesia aimed at 
fighting terrorism while supporting 
that country’s efforts at democratiza-
tion. Fighting terrorism and sup-
porting democratization are not incom-
patible—in fact, democratic reforms 
and the growth of civil society in Indo-
nesia have gone hand in hand with ex-
panded counterterrorism efforts, pro-
viding a clear indication that Indo-

nesia’s political reforms do not come at 
the cost of the government’s ability to 
fight terrorism. 

While the United States-Indonesia re-
lationship has never been more impor-
tant, Indonesia’s effectiveness in coun-
tering terrorist networks and other 
emerging threats hinges on its ability 
to reform its government, address past 
crimes and abuses, and improve both 
the transparency and the effectiveness 
of the central and provincial govern-
ments. 

We cannot forget that the Govern-
ment of Indonesia has had a poor 
human rights record. The Indonesian 
military in particular has long been a 
perpetrator of human rights abuses as 
well as a serious obstacle to democra-
tization. In recent years, efforts to re-
form the military, while commendable, 
have produced mixed results. The 
greatest improvement has been an in-
crease in civilian control of the mili-
tary and the withdrawal of the mili-
tary from active politics. 

Ridding the Indonesian military of 
its private business holdings and pro-
viding greater transparency have been 
harder to achieve. In some areas, the 
military’s treatment of civilian popu-
lations has improved, but abuses still 
occur and there has been virtually no 
accountability for past human rights 
violations. There is still a considerable 
amount of distance to travel for the 
government and the military to be-
come ‘‘reformed,’’ and while progress is 
being made, more needs to be done. 

Serious tensions continue in Papua, 
the remote easternmost province of In-
donesia. Serious unrest due to repres-
sive government policies, poverty, and 
recent abuses by the Indonesian mili-
tary and police forces has created an 
environment of distrust, and I urged 
the Government of Indonesia to ad-
dress the abuses that are taking place 
and immediately open up Papua to 
journalists and human rights organiza-
tions. Doing so would be an important 
step toward making transparency and 
justice the new norm for Indonesia. 

United States policy toward Indo-
nesia, including the implementation of 
the administration’s decision to re-
sume military assistance, must take 
these ongoing concerns into account. 
We must ensure that our assistance 
promotes reform and human rights, we 
must remain vigilant to any back-
sliding, and we must develop clear 
benchmarks for progress. 

Carefully circumscribing any new 
military assistance is critical to for-
mulating an effective bilateral coun-
terterrorism relationship. There may 
be areas where the Indonesian mili-
tary’s role is warranted, such as mari-
time security in the Strait of Malacca. 
But any resurrection of the military’s 
historical role in domestic security 
would be counterproductive to the 
fight against terrorism, not least be-
cause it would likely alienate much of 
the population. We must therefore 
make clear that such a development 
would undermine our bilateral rela-
tionship. 
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We must also be alert to the risk 

that military assistance could over-
whelm other elements of a larger coun-
terterrorism strategy. If Indonesia is 
going to effectively fight terrorism, it 
must develop a professional, capable, 
and honest police force and strong judi-
ciary. An imbalanced United States as-
sistance program could harm reform 
efforts and undermine Indonesia’s nas-
cent efforts to coordinate the counter-
terrorism roles of its various military, 
police and civilian agencies. 

Finally, we must expand assistance 
programs in the areas of education, 
economic development and the pro-
motion of civil societies. No counter-
terrorism strategy can succeed unless 
the political, social and economic con-
ditions that breed terrorism are con-
fronted head on. 

I do believe that we have an oppor-
tunity to create and execute a com-
prehensive and effective counterterror-
ism strategy in Southeast Asia. This 
strategy needs to take into account the 
unique nature of each of our partners 
in the region and their internal polit-
ical, social, and economic dynamics, 
while addressing the root causes of ex-
tremism and the conditions that fuel 
or support the growth of terrorist net-
works. 

The United States can take a leader-
ship role in the region and can help 
friends and allies like Thailand and In-
donesia engage as full partners in the 
fight against terrorist networks. In 
many cases, the United States should 
push strongly for ending abusive or 
heavy-handed government policies, ad-
dressing past human rights abuses, and 
opening political space that allows the 
freedom to express political discontent 
or dissatisfaction with government 
leaders or policies. 

Unfortunately, our policies in Iraq 
are making it increasingly difficult to 
execute such a strategy effectively. 
Public opinion in Southeast Asia is 
critically important if we are to dry up 
potential havens and recruiting 
grounds for terrorists. In Thailand, nei-
ther anti-American nor anti-Western 
sentiment has taken root. At the same 
time, however, Thai officials have stat-
ed that the withdrawal of Thai troops 
from Iraq was motivated in part by the 
Iraq war’s unpopularity in the Muslim 
community. Indonesians’ views on 
United States policy in Iraq are harsh-
er still, ranging from indifference to 
deep suspicion. At best, Iraq is seen as 
‘‘America’s problem;’’ at worst, people 
question our motives for being there. 
These widely held views make the 
critically important work of engaging 
our friends and allies in the fight 
against al-Qaida and its affiliates that 
much more difficult. 

There are also opportunity costs to 
our narrow focus on Iraq. The war in 
Iraq has drained precious resources 
away from what must be a global coun-
terterrorism strategy, one that ad-
dresses the dangers of weak states and 
regions. The war also undercuts crit-
ical elements of this strategy. Wide-

spread global skepticism about our 
policies in Iraq makes it all the more 
difficult for us to promote human 
rights and the rule of law while seeking 
partners against extremism and vio-
lence. 

The President’s misguided, Iraq-cen-
tric foreign policy is both symptom 
and cause of an alarming failure to 
conduct a comprehensive, global war 
on the terrorist networks that threaten 
us. Southeast Asia is but one of the re-
gions that requires more focused atten-
tion. We cannot afford to continue 
treating threats in this and other parts 
of the world as secondary to an Iraq-fo-
cused national security strategy. The 
time has long since come for the Presi-
dent to set a flexible timeline for with-
drawal from Iraq, and to develop a 
comprehensive, global strategy to fight 
terrorist networks and the conditions 
that breed them. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 
SPECIALIST JOSHUA HILL 

Mr. BAYH. Mr. President, I rise 
today with a heavy heart and deep 
sense of gratitude to honor the life of a 
brave young man from Fowlerton. 
Joshua Hill, 24 years old, died on 
March 12 when a roadside bomb went 
off as he was clearing a route in east-
ern Afghanistan with other members of 
his battalion. With his entire life be-
fore him, Joshua risked everything to 
fight for the values Americans hold 
close to our hearts, in a land halfway 
around the world. 

A 2002 graduate of Madison-Grant 
High School in Fairmount, Joshua 
joined the Army when his wife Alexis 
was expecting their first child Jalin, 
who is now 6 years old. The couple also 
has a 1-year-old daughter, Ariana. On 
the day Joshua was killed, he was only 
30 days away from returning home. 
Prior to his time in Afghanistan, Josh-
ua had also done a tour in Iraq, and 
was studying nursing at the Indiana 
Business College. He had one more se-
mester to complete to earn his degree. 
His parents recalled to a local news-
paper the pride they had for their son 
and how much they would miss his 
sense of humor and love of laughter. 
His mother, Susan Hill, said, ‘‘I was 
proud of him, I didn’t want him over 
there, but I’m very proud he went. I 
loved him with all my heart, he was a 
good kid, and I’m lucky to have had 
him for 24 years.’’ 

Joshua was killed while serving his 
country in Operation Enduring Free-
dom. He was a member of the Ashville- 
based Company A of the 391st Engi-
neering Battalion. This brave young 
soldier leaves behind his mother Susan 
Kay Hill; his father Terry Kay; his wife 
Alexis; his son Jalin; and his daughter 
Ariana. 

Today, I join Joshua’s family and 
friends in mourning his death. While 
we struggle to bear our sorrow over 
this loss, we can also take pride in the 
example he set, bravely fighting to 
make the world a safer place. It is his 

courage and strength of character that 
people will remember when they think 
of Joshua, a memory that will burn 
brightly during these continuing days 
of conflict and grief. 

Joshua was known for his dedication 
to his family and his love of country. 
Today and always, Joshua will be re-
membered by family members, friends 
and fellow Hoosiers as a true American 
hero and we honor the sacrifice he 
made while dutifully serving his coun-
try. 

As I search for words to do justice in 
honoring Joshua’s sacrifice, I am re-
minded of President Lincoln’s remarks 
as he addressed the families of the fall-
en soldiers in Gettysburg: ‘‘We cannot 
dedicate, we cannot consecrate, we 
cannot hallow this ground. The brave 
men, living and dead, who struggled 
here, have consecrated it, far above our 
poor power to add or detract. The 
world will little note nor long remem-
ber what we say here, but it can never 
forget what they did here.’’ This state-
ment is just as true today as it was 
nearly 150 years ago, as I am certain 
that the impact of Joshua’s actions 
will live on far longer than any record 
of these words. 

It is my sad duty to enter the name 
of Joshua Hill in the official record of 
the Senate for his service to this coun-
try and for his profound commitment 
to freedom, democracy and peace. 
When I think about this just cause in 
which we are engaged, and the unfortu-
nate pain that comes with the loss of 
our heroes, I hope that families like 
Joshua’s can find comfort in the words 
of the prophet Isaiah who said, ‘‘He 
will swallow up death in victory; and 
the Lord God will wipe away tears from 
off all faces.’’ 

May God grant strength and peace to 
those who mourn, and may God be with 
all of you, as I know He is with Joshua. 

f 

45TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
PEACE CORPS 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, this 
year we celebrate the 45th Anniversary 
of the Peace Corps. It is with immense 
pride that I send my congratulations to 
Peace Corps volunteers as they com-
memorate this anniversary throughout 
the year with events across the coun-
try and throughout the world. 

In 1961, President John F. Kennedy 
established the Peace Corps to promote 
world peace and friendship. Since then, 
more than 182,000 Peace Corps volun-
teers have made significant contribu-
tions to the cause of peace and human 
progress in 138 countries around the 
world. 

Today, we are at a 30-year high in 
terms of the number of Peace Corps 
volunteers in the field. In 2005, there 
were nearly 8,000 volunteers serving 75 
countries, in Africa, Asia, the Carib-
bean, Latin America, Eastern Europe 
and Central Asia, North Africa, the 
Middle East, and the Pacific Islands. 

Throughout its illustrious history, 
the Peace Corps has been committed to 
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